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Pnovo Rrven Wlren Usens AssocrnnoN
DEER CREEK PROJECT

PRovo, UTAH

84 no. Unlverslty Ave. , lizt9
Apft]-. 2l, 196r

Mr. Hubert Lambert
Actlng State Engineer
State Capltol
Salt Lake C1ty, Utah.

Dear Mr. Lambert:

Your letter of April 25, 196l has been recelved. and care-fuIly consldened, and whtle we are greatly dlsappolnted ln theamount of award, we_ are gratlfled by the recognttion of ttre prin-clple for whlch we have so long conlended. -:

The award falls to accord to Provo Rlver Water Users Asso-clatlon any more than a smal1 part of the beneflts whlch w1llinevltably accrue t9 all parties affected, qward.irg,- ", lt does,the major portlon of those benefits to the Utah f,a[6 ueers andonly a smal-l part thereof to the Provo Rlver Water U"u"" Asso-ciatlon, whose inltlatlve and forethought has uroughi them toexlstence.

You are aware., &s stated i-n our letter of Apr1l zr, thatwe feel entltled to the full amoant of the Provo wifrrnera ana
9!9ffd PV. "P- 

1n the Deer Creek Reservoir under our Appllcatlon12144' but thab we desired your decislon to ue-toio" i*"urpu"tlveof and without preJudlce to those rlghts ana inJtJaa, as you havedone, _to recognize the savlngs that [ourd result and-have re-sulted from that stonage.

Aggrieved as we are that a large part of the beneflts ofour actlon have leen given to those wh6 have resisted it, wenevertheless feel that you have acted. in good falth, andconsequently we are lnclined to and w111 respect your decislon,rather than havlng recourse to the litlgatlon wnrcn if weinslsted on our 1lghts would necessarll! ensue, and whlch we feelwould not be in the pub11c interest durl-ng bhl; year and whichmlglt well augment the hardshlp whlch all water -users wiLlsuffer 1n any event.

Very truly yours,

Presi-dent


